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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

ART REJECTION: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. Claims 1-2,4-5,7-8,10,12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Goldberg(6,331,817). 

- In considering claim 1, the claimed subject matter that is met by Goldberg includes: 

1) the radio frequency identification(RFID) reader coupled to a tracking processor 
is met by the interrogator^ 14) coupled to the processor(202), the interrogator operating 
using RF principles(see: column 3, lines 13-25); 

2) the data store configured to store tag data from corresponding RFID tags is 
met by the memory(204) which stores program instructions and data which is used by 
the processor(202)(see: column 2, lines 49 et seq); 

3) the alert programmed to activate is met by the alarm(212) in conjunction with 
the output device(208) which activates when the organizer no longer can sense within 
range of the interrogator an RFID tag(108,1 10,1 16,1 18,120,122)(see: column 4, lines 
22-34); 

4) the tracking processor providing for the selection of a sub-set of registered 
RFID tags and the alert being programmed to activate upon not all of the selected sub- 
set of tags having been sensed is met by the organizer being set up with different sets 
and associations of events as created by the user, the sets including different tags 
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being related to different sets of events(see: column 3, lines 38 et seq; column 4, lines 
1-34). 

With regards to the data store configured to store tag data from corresponding 
RFID tags, although not specifically stated by Goldberg, it would have been inherent 
that tag data would have been stored in the memory(104), since this would have been 
necessary in order for the organizer to identify which tags are to be interrogated in order 
to provide an alarm when specific tags would have been missing from the interrogated 
set. 

- Claim 2 recites subject matter that is met as discussed in claim 1 above(see: figure 

2. column 2, lines 52 et seq). 

- With regards to claim 4, the programming to activate when the tracking processor no 
longer can sense within range of the RFID reader a specific RFID tag is met by the 
programming instructions as stored in the memory(204)(see: column 2, lines 51-60). 

- Claims 5,7-8,10, and 12-13 recite subject matter that is met by Goldberg as 
discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3,9, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goldberg in view of Fellenstein et al(Fellenstein). 
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-- With regards to claims 3,9, and 14, although not specifically taught by Goldberg, 
use of logic for notifying a third party of activation via a communications link is well 
known in the art. In related art, Fellenstein discloses a system for tracking articles in 
which a processing unit(38) having decision logic alerts designated persons via the 
internet, notification message, page, sms, etc., of alerts(see: column 5, lines 34-45). 

Since the use of logic for notifying a third party is well known as taught by 
Fellenstein, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to substitute the processing unit(38) with logic of Fellenstein in 
place of the processor(202) of Goldberg, since incorporation of logic for notifying would 
helped reduce false alarms while determining appropriate events to be notified. 

As well, Goldberg already teaches use of a communications device(216) for 
notifying third parties of events via RF link or network(see: column 5, lines 21-31 ). 
Since Goldberg teaches that an a cellular phone may perform the organizer 
functions(see: column 5, lines 1-13), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the alerting functions via 
internet, notification message, page, sms, etc., of Fellenstein into the organizer of 
Goldberg to generate a cellular telephone call to notify third parties, since the cellular 
phone as an organizer, as stated by Goldberg above, would have already included 
cellular communication capabilities which would have facilitated notifying third parties 
via the cellular capabilities, thereby alleviating the necessity of a separate 
communication device. 
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REMARKS: 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DARYL C. POPE whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00-7:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MIKE HORABIK can be reached on 571-272-3068. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Daryl C. Pope DARYL C POPE 




Primary Examiner 



December 10, 2006 



